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Details of Lifeboat Rigging and Storage 








partial plan of deckhouse roof 



Looking Aft 
From Bow 



Looking Forward 
From Stern 



Hull Lines 



Notes, Observations, and Some Prototype Information; 

These drawings are an attempt by myself to provide a set of drawings 
that could be used to construct a model. While they are NOT fully 
dimensioned by any means, they are all drawn to a common scale. 

Some background information first. The original drawings are held 
by the Baltimore Museum of Industry. The copies I worked from were 
passed on to me by John Teichmoeller, who did all the hard work of 
finding them, and then haznng them put into digital form. While the 
drawings are in good condition, and quite clear, they do have drawbacks. 
The originals are quite large. The outboard profile was drawn to a scale 
of 3/8 inch per foot. This yields a drazving about 4 feet long for the 
tug, it being nearly 120 feet long. The other major problem was that of 
the 29 sheets of drawings for the tug, most were of little use for modeling, 
being of construction details that would not be seen [or even present] on 
a smale scale model. Things like the engine bed, details of the hull frames, 
and similar details. 

Another problem is that even in the relatively recent year of 1904, much 
of went into the building of a ship was done from the knowledge of the 
workers in the yard. Unlike today, when every detail is described to the 
Nth degree. Much of what went into a finished ship was just covered by 
the heading of 'usual and accepted' standards, and calls for all work to be 
completed in a 'neat, workman like manner'. Since more than one tug was 
built from these plans, and since so much was left to the disgression of the 
yard workers, plus, I'm sure the odd change order from the B+O RR, There 
are discrepancies in the drawings, some very obvious, others not so much. 
Also, there are some views you might expect to see, that are not present, 
as the yard workers didn't need them, being able to gather what they 
needed from thier experience. 
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main deck cabin 
looking forward 



The most obvious discrepancy is the difference in the over all length 
of the tug when comparing the outboard profile on the first sheet with 
the inboard profile, and main deck plans on following sheets. While the 
outboard profile is drawn 118'-6" long, on the following sheets the hull 
is about 4 feet shorter. There are other differences between the various 
views. Some are explained in notes on the original drawings, as changes 
from one hull to another, others are not touched on. 

I have not tried to correct or eliminate any discrepencies between the 
various sheets. I leave it up to the modeler to decide what compromises 
to make. I have added some views that were not included on the original 
yard plans, and ommitted some data that I felt was not important for an 
accurate model to be built. 



partial view - starboard cabin profile 
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